Benito Mussolini), syndicalists and anarchists. The powerful mobilising symbolism of antimilitarism married to general industrial unrest thrust anti-statism on to the left's agenda. The melding of different and sometimes confusing rebel movements into one broad subversive coalition was an Italian version of Malatesta's recent experience with the British 'syndicalist revolt'. 6 After the Red Week protest collapsed with the failure of the mainstream socialist and trade unionist leadership to rally to the cause, Malatesta remained underground in Italy until the end of the month. On 20 June 1914, he proclaimed his satisfaction with the recent uprising: 'Who can say now that the revolution is impossible and that popular insurrection is the stuff of '48?' 7 However, Malatesta stressed that next time revolutionaries would have to have a pre-established plan to guide such popular movements.
From Vienna, Max Nettlau wrote on 22 June 1914 to Thomas Keell of London's
Freedom expressing his admiration for his friend, but admitting concern that the old agitator might be gravely endangered. Typically Nettlau, the historian, was dismayed that Malatesta's personal papers had been seized, and on reviewing his life he wrote:
This is the same Malatesta 40 years ago, in 1874, when he went with a band to the Apulian mountains, to Castel del Monte, and later travelling to Switzerland to join Bakunin, was arrested at the rail junction of Pesaro and the revolt of 1874 has striking similarities with that of 1914 … In some parts of Italy it was a real revolution where the people for some days held their own -remember only what happened in Catalonia in Ferrer's days (1909) and Russia before and after October. 8 Malatesta hid in the home of a 'good monarchist' in Ancona until he was smuggled clandestinely via San Marino to Milan for Como, crossing the border at Chiasso and onwards to Geneva, Paris and London. He was back in his Arthur Street flat in Soho by the very end of June. 9 In an interview with Alfred Rosmer, Malatesta explained the truly revolutionary proportions of the rising in the Marches. Ancona had briefly been in the hands of the insurgents, the old order had been shaken and a completely new one had replaced the old way of doing things. But the anarchists, he explained, did not propose the immediate expropriation of wealth; rather they attempted to run the city autonomously, relying on assistance from local peasants and merchants to feed the population. 10 The London-based anarchist Voice of Labour reported a brief interview with Malatesta, in which he angrily denounced the socialists and their affiliated trade union organisations for defusing the situation. But he promised to return to Italy 'to keep alive the workers' movement'. 11 In the July edition of Freedom Malatesta finally presented his own short account of the revolt. While maintaining his strong criticisms of the reformists, he was honest enough to admit the limitations of spontaneous protest. 'If it had not been for the betrayal of the Confederation,' he concluded, ' we could not yet have made the revolution for the lack of necessary preparation and understanding and a much greater importance.' 12 He added this optimistic parting observation:
In every way these events have proved that the mass of the people hate the present order; that the workers are disposed to make use of all opportunities to overthrow the Government; and that when the fight is directed against the common enemy -that is to say the Government and the bourgeoisie -all are brothers, though the names Socialist, Anarchist, Syndicalist, or Republican may seem to divide them.
Within a month world war would unravel Malatesta's short-lived fronte unico.
Malatesta and the war interventionist debate: the view from London
For most of July Malatesta was ill. He wrote to Luigi Fabbri at the beginning of August that the life of Emilia Defendi had lain in the balance for several days. 13 interventionists (Mussolini's socialists, the syndicalists and anarchists).
They have done their utmost to resuscitate in the masses the old idea of patriotism, which was developed in the time when national independence seemed to be the means for attaining emancipation from poverty and bondage, and which had decayed in consequence of the experience that a national Government is as bad as a foreign one. They raised the cry 'War or Revolution', and when the King, perhaps to save himself from the revolution has declared war, they have put themselves in the mass at the service of the King. What, then, about the Republic? Many of them still say that they want a war in order to facilitate the revolution; but what nonsense! If Italy is victorious, certainly it will be to the exclusive advantage of the Monarchy; and, on the other hand, we cannot conceive that the Republicans would be capable of the infamy of pushing the people into war with the secret hope that they will be beaten and their country invaded and devastated. [AQ ref]
Malatesta settled down to a long brutal war. 'It is astonishing and humiliating,' he wrote in this article, 'to see how easily the masses can be deceived by the coarsest lies.' Malatesta had always believed that the possible advantages a war might produce for a revolutionary -a weakened state and a radicalised population -were offset by the inherent authoritarianism it produced in the masses. In an interview in the Catalan anarchist newspaper Tierra e Libertad, Cherkesov, for instance, had written to Jean Grave in the autumn of 1914 anticipating the harsh tenor of the Manifesto's words: he told Grave that the war needed to be followed to its logical conclusion and that it was necessary that 'the Germans were beaten, annihilated, humiliated … let, this time, the Allies bring devastation and massacre to that nation of spies, butchers, and professional murderers'. [ The pamphlet not only denounced the pro-war anarchists, but it also -sotto voce -warned anarchists against too close ties with pacifists and anti-war statist socialists, although
Malatesta's contacts in London, Paris and Milan tended towards such an accommodation.
The intransigence in this pamphlet approached Lenin's earlier appeal 'to turn the imperialist war into a civil war'.
Our behaviour has nothing in common with the pacifism of the philanthropic bourgeoisie and is clearly differentiated from the neutralism of the authoritarian socialists -we are not neutralists, but are hostile to either alliances of States and completely independent from the two solutions, in as much as we remain on the terrain of revolutionary libertarian action against the statist bourgeoisie, either if they prosecute the war or if they reach a peace. . 41 Recchioni's article published in September 1915 in Freedom was prescient.
Recchioni predicted a new fronte unico along new lines of political demarcation which the war had begun to create -one which would eradicate the division between certain anti-war followers of the socialism of the Second International and the pariahs of the Second International, the anarchists and syndicalists.
On one side will be those who advocate the continuation of the 'sacred union' with the Liberal and Democratic parties and with the State. There will be a Radical party of reform in Germany and so in France and Italy especially, where the new party will join the Republicans, Reformist Socialists and some Syndicalists. On the other hand, there will be those who will continue to fight capitalism on the old basis of the lutte de classe, or 'class consciousness', but their Parliamentary and legal action has proved a failure now more than ever, they (together with the trade organisations, will in all countries turn to revolutionary Syndicalism, if we act quickly), if they are really bona fide, change towards, direct action their line in their struggle, that is, towards the Anarchist method, the very method they have for many years opposed. He was straining at the leash to go to Russia to serve the Revolution. The British Government had refused permission for him to leave the country. But he hoped to get out some other way. There was an International Socialist Congress being organised in Stockholm. He expected that he would be sent there as delegate, and then he would try to make his way to Russia from Sweden. [AQ ref]
Malatesta was now more optimistic about European revolution. But he realised that it depended on the delicate balance between American power and the ability of the Russians to weaken the Germans sufficiently to cause unrest in central Europe. 45 Nor did they believe that there was an Engelsian 'last instance', in which Marxist determinism stepped in to put paid to anarchist heresy and return good revolutionaries to orthodoxy. 52 Thus in a speech on the Italian invasion of Libya, given to Italian workers at Soho's Communist Club in 1912, Malatesta asked his audience if they believed that 'England' was rich due to her possession of India. No, he replied, Britain was rich due to the comparative advantage of being the first industrial nation, her near monopoly on modern technology for nearly fifty years, and also because of her huge deposits of coal. The Italians did not need Libya, they too (and here Malatesta the electrician was speaking) had the potential of the 'white coal' of fast-flowing mountain rivers. 53 Thus, for Malatesta and also Kropotkin, modern imperialism was the contingent product of militarist and financial interests. In a similar vein, Malatesta and Francesco Saverio Merlino 54 had argued elsewhere that the Risorgimento had failed due to congeries of crony capitalists, the military, landlords, bureaucrats and former revolutionaries using the Savoyard state 'for the enrichment of the few to the detriment of the many'. Points but perhaps one or two points, and how these would be enforced was never tested. Malatesta took a partisan if hedged stand. 66 Later, however, in light of the decline of the anarchist movement in the 1920s and the consolidation of Leninist communism and Mussolini's fascism, Malatesta took a deeper look at the dialectics of violence in modern society. 67 He had hinted at the problems of mass society as early as the turn of the century when the new era of social imperialism was signalled by the Dreyfus Affair, the suppression of the Boxer Rebellion in China, the Spanish-American War and the Boer War. 68 And he witnessed in person the chauvinism and jingoism of the crowds in New York and London.
But perhaps even more chilling was the apathy that the popular press and drink induced in London's impoverished working class, which 'brutalises itself in its "public houses", indifferent to everything else'. 
